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Mr. Tremket's LE T T E R 
To Archdeacon S L E E C E. 


« a Set of Articles which 


FEY were in Number Nine, 


Fc Eig ht of which were falſe, and injurious 
4 to = Value of the Eſtate more than one- 
« third, Part of the whole,” Dr. Andrew 
thinks himſelf obliged to publiſh the follow- 
ing Anſwer. 
If Dr. Andrew INvENTED a Set, that Set 
did not exiſt before, and conſe uently the 
whole is mere Fiction: But Mr. Tremlett 
himſelf allows, that there were ſuch Articles 


AL 1.1... rial 


R. Tremlett having p ubliſhed 
many notorious, x, alſhoods, 
and, in his Letter to Arch- 
deaconS/cech, affirmed, that 
« Dr. Andrew did INvENT 


—— e ˙ — 


KN 


as thoſe delivered to Mr. Chapple, and 1 
fore theꝝ could not be. inuented by Dr. An- 
drew. oe why doe he ſay the DoRor only 
invented Nix x, when in the Paper delivered 
to Chapple are contained * ? 
Theft Elever Arti © ſtrictly exa 
4d 1. then the y 5 "Din N 
ther Mr. Tremlett has acted a Na 450d ch 
an honeſt Man, and gn anpartial Referee, 

I. The Land let for 50. a Vear.— This is 
exactly ight. 

IL. The Houſd and Gitdehs werd ſaid] tb 
be let for 11/. inſtead of 1 3/.* But as Mr. 
- Pitfiek$neyer. told Dr; Audreu that they were 
let for 1 5 and as they had been let for 10/. 
and had been vacant Two Years, (as Mr. 
Pirfteld told Dr. Andrew) every one maſt ſup- 
poſe 11 . a full Value, eſpecially as they were 
to be rented at that Price | daring the Lives of 
Mr. Pigſtell and his Siſter.— Vet in this Arti- 
ele Mr. Tremlett char es Dr. Andrew with a 
—_ J. 135. w; , | 

"he End. Tax is exactly right at 
95 10 44. as appears not only by a Re- 
ceipt given to Dr. Andrew by Mr. Pitfight 
HBimſelt, but by the ſecond Inſtructions which 
were dictated by him: So that Mr. Tremlett 
3 


# + + 


8 — — 1 _—_ 


+ wt 
— 


3 * For Me Rent of the Houſe and Carles, ſee 
Chapple s Book, P. 26 and i 


os ＋ Dr. Andrew told ,Mr. Pitfield, th at if the 
Land- Tax ſhould be feduced to 35. or 25, in the 


8 
gdedty miſrep reſented the Truth by ſay- 
ing, that Dr. Androw nen a Frand of 
1. B rd) in this Article. 
IV. The Por Rate x7. This Mr. Tre rem 
Let U ſhould have been only 3 J. 105. which 
is very extraordinary indeed, as Mr. Tremlett 


knows that Mr. Pirfeld himſelf ſets down the 


Poor Rate cat 4. 1 but many other Articles 
are included in this general Article: This Eſ- 
tate conſiſts of two Tenements, each of which 
is liable to take an Apprentice, | and the Pro- 
prietor of the Eſtate is obliged to pay for all 
the Pariſh Offices for each Tenement. It 
was made appear to Mr. Tremlett, at the Re- 
ference, that no one would take an Appren- 
tice for ſo little as 4. 105. and that for exe- 


cuting the Office of Pabr Warden muſt be paid 


21. I Fr 30. and for the Reeve and Church- 
Walen a7 f 7 6 H. 5 To theſe: Sums, 


when doubled, if 4 or 5. be added, which 


muſt be paid yearly on Account of the Way» 
Rate, as was proved at the Reference, no 
Man of the leaſt Underſtanding (except Mr. 


T; _— can believe, that this Article is 


not In 


r. Pigſteld s Favour. .__ . 

V. Church and Conſtable's Rate 1 I. This 
| N * as a 7 Mr. Prtfield's 
ſecond 


- - 


43 o 3 ” 4s AS a6 —— = 


Pour the Annie ſhould be . in "ths 
lame Proportion. | 


|: For which ſee Mr. Shapleigh's Pamph. P. 13. 
F See the ſame Pamphlet, P. 36. | 


= «a We 
— 
7 7 


— 
— 


0 
ö 
bi 
* 1 
' 
] 
44 
| 1 
5 
14 


* WL 4 = ah : 
-- . * 8 * 1 — — - 
3 * 1 8 4 LY 8.4 „ 3 p 


(6) 
fecond Inſtructions, which, Mr. Tremlets lays, 


6c, were proved to be dictated bhyhim.“ But 


Mr. Tremlett leaves out the Conſtables Rate 
entirely, and ſets down the Church Rate at 


125. ſo that he omits almoſt one half of what 


was dictated by Mr. Pitfeld himfelf, and then 


affirms; that Dr. Azdrew committed a Fraud 


of 85. What is not he capable of - proving, 
if ſuch Miſrepreſentation is to pals for 


Proof? 


VI. The Tythes 51. 77, In chis is ac- 
0 


knowledged a Miſtake 
VII. The Repairs 6/. This Mr. Tremlett 


reduces to 47. 10s. tho' he knows at the Re- 


ference it was proved, that the Expence in 
Thatching alone could not — to leſs 
than 5/. a Year, and the Repairs of the Ap- 
ple-Pound muſt coſt more than 20s, To 
theſe Sums, if Mr. Tremlett will add the 
Work done by the Maſon, Carpenter, Pavi- 
our, Glazier, Smith, Pump-maker, and Gar- 


- dener, moſt of which are mentioned by 
him as Articles of Expence, he will be con- 


vinced that the Houſes, Walls, &c. can ſcarce 
be repaired for 8 or 91. a 1 80 ; And ſo it 


Was 


. 


*F For this "A P. 11 and 33 of Mr. Sbapleig h's 
Pamphlet, and P. 25 of Mr. Tremlet?'s State. 

+ Mr. Pitfield told Dr. Andrew, that he had paid 
his Gardener at one Time, for Work done 1 in his 


Garden at Alphington, 10 l. 
+ See P. 37 and 41 of Mr. Shapleigh's Pam- | 


58 and P. 26 of Mr. Tremlett's State. 


40 | 

| vroved; as Mr. Trembett well knows, at 
the eference.' © 

VIII. The Comontiveary, Rent of. I FA 
This Article Mr. Tremlett ſays ought to have 
been 21. TS. 54. 2 but this: Miſtake ought 

nat to be cenſured, as Mr. Pitſieil gave Dr. 

Aude no . of” the N FOO for 
it. 

IX. The Infiranps! Money uk. I In {his 

Mr. Tremlett charges. à Fraud of g. Dr. 

Andrew: denies it, as he ſhould infiſt / upon 

inſuring. the Houſes, Barn, Stable, &c. in 

4001. at leaſt; for it is well known that they 


could not be rebuilt for ſo little as 7 or 800%. \ 
Thus having diſpatched Mr. Tremlett's Nine 


Articles, come we now to. the Two Articles 


which are omitted by hin. 


NX. The Herriot, 55 Beſt Beast, 5 J. This 
Article is exactly agreeable to Mr. Pitfield's 
Information.—But it appears, that inſtead of 
one Beſt Beaſt, there muſt be two, and there 


may be four; ſo that inſtead of 51. Dr. An- 
— 4 might be obliged! to: pay to the Value of 


col. or perhaps 60% as no one can doubt 
but the Beſt Beaſt would be taken inſtead of 
the 51. This Article Mr. Pitheld plainly re- 
preſented to the Prejudice of Dr. Andrew. 
XI. You know, Mr. 7. remlett, it is impoſ- 
ſible for any one to compute the real Value of 
an Eſtate held by Lives, without knowing 
the Ages of the Lies, and Dr. Andrew being 
 Uetermined to let Mr. Pitfield. have the full 


| Value | 


—— —_— — — 02 — 


689 

value for his Eftate, ſet down him of the 
Age of 51, and his „ e $23 
1 tho! they were near g Years older. 
= Theſe two: Articles:are' alive -folficlcnt 50 

| odavines; any Perſon, that Dr, Andrew had 
nolntention of cheating Mr. Pizfield; anti for 
chat Reaſon Mr. —— omits them. Such 
zs his Impartiality! 
| | By the above true tio it is de- 
| | un e that the Paper given to Chapple | 
for the Calculation, inſtead of containing nine 
Articles, as Mr. Tremlett aſſerts, rrally con- 
tained eleven; that inſtead of being ail, there 
is not one, INVENR TE; and inftead of being 

| all. /afe,. except one; Four of them, diz. the 
Rent of the Land, the Land- Tax, the Church 
and Conſtable's Rate, and the Herriot, are 
exactly agrocable n 0 ——— 8 o In- 
ſtructions. ie 8 

» Three of the has, vir. the Repaes;'thb 
Poor-Rate, and the Ages of the Lives, are 
manifeſtly in Mr. Pitfie/d's Favour; and 
candid Perſon muſt judge the ſame of the 
Rent of the Houſe and Gardens. 

Of the thtee laſt, vi. the Tythes, che 
Conventionary Rent, and the Inſurance, Dr. 
Andrew can truly be ſaid only to have uten 
the former by ſetting down 5 Guineas in- 
ſtead of 5 /. for as he had no Information in 
regard to the other two Articles, it cannot be 
ſaid that he miſtook them, or deſignedly miſ- 
| . DA EI ſu . g the _ 

: the 


Ta N N 
— — we — 
Me — — — — — 
: 
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the Miſtakes in all the Three amoutit only to 


17. 5 d. 4. and ſurely Dr. Andrew's ſetting 
down for the Beſt Beaft only 5 1. inſtead of 
co or ö winch he m be obliged to 
pay, and the Lives neat five Years younger 
than they really were, is more than a Ballance 
for 175. 5 gd; K. 

Dr. 1 is ſo thoroughly convitced of 
the Redtitude of his Repreſentation, and the 
Partiality of Mr. Tremiert's, that he is wil- 
ling to ſubmit the Determination of this 
Point to any Counſel at Law, to be named 
by Mr. Tremletr, or to any Three of the Gen- 
tlemeh mentioned by him, * as pr Per- 
ſons to be Umpires. Mr. P#feld himſelf 
is ſo well convinced of the Truth of the above, 
that, tho moſt of the Facts have been men- 
tioned already by Dr. Andrew, inſtead of at- 
tempting any Reply: he only fays in his Re- 
marks, I do not enter into the Difference 


« which ſubſiſts merely between Dr. Andrew 


and me,” which proves, that he has no- 
| to ſay in his own Vindication. 


Dr. Andrew's Account of the above FOIL 


cles, being ſo different from Mr. Tyemlett's; 
it may be aſked, from whence. Mr. Tremlett 


had 41552 This Queſtion he anfwers himſelf, . 


by ſaying, <4 I thall ſet down the real Arti- 
cles, as — are in the Steward's | Books.” 
* * 


» wy * 
„ »» 8 9 DD — þ.4 A | — — ne 2 


* p 7 


hs p. 34 of his State of the Dipuse. 
+ P. 63 of his Letter to Mr. Sleech. 


| 


1 
a 

| 

A 

« 

| 
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This I believe he has not done: * But ſuppoſe 


the Account could be found there, would 
any one be guided by it in the Purchaſe of an 


Eſtate? Would any one, except Mr. Tremlert, 
dare to inſinuate, that the Steward muſt know 
the real Income and Outgoings of any Eſtate 
better than the Owner himſelf? The Abſur- 


_ dity of appealing to the Steward's Books, ſhall 


be demonſtrated by the following Inſtance.—- 
When Dr. Andrew bought Mr. Scott's Eſtate 
in Alphington, Mr. Scott told him, the whole 


Eſtate was let for 27/7. 153. a Year, and the 


Outgoings amounted to 9/. 14. But Mr. 


_ Chapple told Dr. Andrew, in a Letter, * that 


« by an Entry in their Books it appeared, that 


* the Rent was 357. and the Outgoings 
„ 7. 135.” So that Mr. Scott makes thc 


clear, Income to be only 18/. 1s. But Mr. 
Chapple, from his Books, makes it to be 
271. 7s. which is above One-Third more 

an the Owner received from it. Not- 


85 withſtanding this Miſrepreſentation from the 
Steward's Books, I dare ſay, Mr. Tremlett 


does. not believe, that Mr. Chapple intended to 
cheat Dr. Andrew. Fg wn 


Now, Mr. Tremlett, give me Leave to aſk 
© you, if you had been about to purchaſe Mr. 


Scotts Eſtate, would you have believed Mr. 
| : | * | Scott's 


——— 
* 


This is probable by Chapple's refuſing to ſhew 


his Books, when applied to for that Purpoſe in the 
Name of Dr. Andrew. | LES 


ERS , 


Scott s Or Mr. en s Account to be moſt 


juſt? 
This i is ; enough to prove. the Impropriety of 


appedling to the Steward's Books, in order to 
aſcertain the clear Income of an Eſtate; and 
Mr. Tremlett ſees plainly. the Fallacy of his 
own Proof; but it was neceſſary for him to 
ſay ſomething i in Support of the above Charge, 
and being certain he could fay nothing with 
Truth, he has Recourſe to Falſhood. 

I will next ſhew, that this Steward's Cal- 
culation, which has made ſo much Miſchief, 
is as inaccurate as his Books, for in one Part 
of it he computed the clear Annuity of the 
above two Lives at 14 4 Years Purchaſe, in 
another Part at 103, * and in another he 
fays, © he computed it at 13 + Years Value. "+ 
This is the Calculation this Mr. Tremlett, in 
his Defence of this Steward, ſays, was found 
to be juſt and accurate. 


This being enough in regard to the Accu- | 


racy of the Steward's Books, and his Skill in 
Calculation, I will add a Word or two con- 
cerning his Veracity; and forry am I to be 
ref to call it in Queſtion, fince, in his 
laſt Publication, he has confeſſed the Truth 
in one very material Point, and thereby con- 

futed one of Mr. Tremlet?'s principal Facts; 
but he is ſo unhappy as to mix Falſhood with 
Hu. ſtill endeavouring to prove, that he 


B 2 did 


See 5 Book, P. 29. 


—— 


+10; £73. | 


. 
did not know that he was appointed as an Ar- 
bitrator to ſettle the Annuity. This he has 
frequently repeated, tha' it is abſolutely im- 
material; for, ſurcly, his Calculatian ought 
to have been juſt, whether he was applied to 
as an Arbitrator, or not; but if the Mowing 
Expreffion of Mr. Pitfield to Mr. Wright, 5 
true, viz. * Repeat this to Dr. Andres, that 
« Mr, Chapple Zuid, Mr. Pirſeld would take 
« for the Eſtate whatever he would 

* down,” then Mr. Chapple did know wh 
he was ap plied to as an Arbitrator ; and this 
muſt be Tp ofed to be Frog, becauſe it Was 
mentioned 410 long fince as 3. 1761, and 
has never been contradicte b Mr. Pitfeld. 
Another Proof of this Fa may be drawn 
from the Cautionary Note added by Mr. 
Chapple to this Calculation, expreſſing his 
Doubt concerning the Accuracy of it, which 
would have been quite abſurd, if Mr. Chap- 
ple had not been a lied to as an Arbitrator. 
Does he never make a Calculation. without 
adding ſach a Cantionary Note? 

But that Mt. Chapple did know he ys a 
plicd to as an Arbigrator, appears very wiel 
from his own Book, 4 in which be y e 
„ F conſidered this only as an hy \thetical 
« Eſtimate, I fully intended to collect Ma- 
| <« teriak for making a cerr-# Valuation of 
= the Eſtate, not l but uch an one 


8 might 


4 P. © al 


3 
might be required, in Caſe the Treaty was 
« continued. But hearing nothing of it for 
« near a Month after, ] had concluded that 
te the Treaty was at an End, and thought 
« little more about it,” Thus does Mr. 
Chapple allow, that he knew there was a 
Treaty between Mr. Pitfield and Dr. Andrew; 
and he could not imagine a corre? Valuation 
would be wanted, .yntefs he had been ac- 
vainted with the Nature of the Treaty; and 
i* fo, he muſt haye known he was applied to 
as an Arbitrator to ſettle the Annuity, tho” 
he has often affirmed the contrary, 
Pt. Andrews Veracity having not been 
juſtly impeached during this whole Contro- 
verſy, Mr. Tremlett ĩs very happy in being 
able (as he thinks) to prove the Door guil- 
ty of Falfhood, and with that View has 
printed the following Note. * 06 
The Doctor, in P. 35 of his Short Reply, 
ſpeaking of this ſame Book, [meaning Scarle 
the Thatcher s Book] fays, * which Mr. Pi- 
60 7 had in his Cuſtody fome Days.” To 
which the Thatcher anſwers thus: 
„ Fheſe are to certify whom it may con- 
* cern, that the Books of Account, belong- 
“ing to my late Father, and by him deliver d 
« over to me, before his Death, have always 
been in my Cuſtody, or Poffeffion, ſince 
« his Deceaſe; and were never, to my Know- 
„ Hedge or Belief, peruſed or inſpected by Mr. 
e William Pitfield, at any Time ubagſc ver; 


or 


6 
« or were ever in his Cuſtody, or Poſſeſſion. 
« Witneſs my Hand this 8th Day of laber, 


CE PORE: | ON IS G 
| 1 4 Sy ”» 
Francis EARLE.” 


This, if true, FR.” be a plan Contradic 
tion. But attend to what Arya | 

Dr. Andrew affirms, Searle.did tell. kim the 
Book had been in Mr. P:#field's Cuſtody ſome 
Days, or he ſhould not have mentioned it; 
for it is wholly immaterial whether Mr. Pit- 
field or his Man had had Poſſeſſion of the Book 
ſome Days, or ſome Hours, ſeeing by. the fol- 
lowing Paragraph, F it is evident one or other 
of them muſt have had the Cuiledy of it 
long enough to peruſe it. 

„ Thus the Doctor having gone 3 

20 his Evidence, Mr. Pitfield was aſked, if © 

« had any Reply to make; which appeared | 
« to be only à Certificate under his Servant 
« Houghton s Hand, that by Searle's Books it 
appeared, Mr. Pitfeld's Houſe at ing- 
* ton, Outhouſes, and Walls, in the T atch- 

« ing Way, for 11 Years, coſt only 240. 85. 

« which, on an Average, is only 2/. 45:44: 0 
]. 

Mr. Tremlett having quoted. Dr.. Andrew's 
Short Reply, the Doctor will do the ſame, * 
When I aſked Mr. Pigſiald, if in the Sum 
| 20 WF 21. 45s. 44. was included all the Ex- 
[ # v, . bs 3 £46, 66 OG — 


"© 8 Mr. Saplagd7s Pamphlet, P. 44. 
* Short Reply, P. 34. 


3 
« pence he had been at for Reed, he aſſur d 
« me it was. I then aſked him, why he 
« had not produced the Thatcher Searle, his 


% Reply was, that the Man was dying. Be- 


« ing certain that there muſt be ſome Fallacy 
« in this Account, I went to Searlès Houſe, 
« and found him dying, but I talk'd with 
« his Son, who aſſur d me that Mr. Pitfeld's 
c Account. was falſe, and as a Proof of it 
« produced his Father's Book, by which it 
% appears, that he charges very trifling Sums 
66 705 Reed, Mr. Shel/labear ſupplying the reſt, 

« as appears by a Memorandum in this very 
% Book; under Sear/e's Hand.“ | 


Dr. Andrew mentioned the Affair of the 


Certificate to a worthy Clergyman, a parti- 


cular Friend of Mr. Pitſeld s, who ſaid he 
would talk with Mr. Pitneld concerning it, 


and that if he could not clear it up, he ſhould 
have a very bad Opinion of him: He told me 
afterwards, he did mention it, and that Mr. 


Pitfield could not give him any ſatisfactory 
Anſwer... Since that Time he has appeared 


twice in Print, in order to juſtify his Proceed- 
ings, and has not taken the leaſt Notice of 
this Fact, tho' it has been frequently remark- 
ed as a glaring Inſtance of Falſhood and Miſ- 
repreſentation : but at length his Champion 


has thought proper to print the above Atteſ- 


tation of Francis Searle, which in Reality is 


no Juſtification of MM Pigſield, and to which 
2 i, os 
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the following Counter-Atteſtation ſeems to be 


1 ſullitient Reply: 
40 November 23s 1762, N 
« We whoſe Names are here ſubſcribed 
« do affirm, that Francis Searle did declare 
« in our Hearing; that he did tell Dr. An- 
& drew, that his Father had ſaid; Mr. Pit- 
i feld and his Man had had his Father's. 
« Book in their Cuſtody, but had not carried 
& jt out of the Houſe; and he ſaid, that they 


s had been looking over it ſo often, that he 


ec deſired his Son to take it. This was done 
« 4 little while before his Death. Frencis 
c Searle ſaid, that he believed it would coſt 

4 5 J. a Year, to keep the Houſes in Repair in 
1 the Thatching Way. ; 

„% JoHN Hayne. 
„ THOMAS SEARLE.” 

By this Proceeding Mr. Trewett has called 
the Attention of the Public to a Fact, which 


muſt for ever reflect Infamy and Diſgrace on 


Mr. Pieds Conduct. 
How diſingenuous was tt in Mr. Prefield, 
to compel his Servant to ſet his Hand to a 


Paper that Mr. Pztfield knew to be falſe? If 
Mr. Tremlett could have got Francis Seatle to 
prove, that Mr. Pitfield paid no more than 


2 J. 4s. 4d. a Year, in the Thatching Way, 
during eleven Years, he would have done Ser- 
vice to the Cauſe that he eſpouſes with ſach - 
Partiality ; wheteas by publiſhing the above 


Atteſtation, he has only afreſh * to 
Light 


Light. a Fact which Mr. Pitfeld ought ta 
wiſh might always remain in Obſcurity. | 
I hope all Gentlemen, who may tilt be ſo 
* to Mr. Pufield, as to think bim worthy” 
of ſome. Belief, will give due Attention to the 
above Fact, which being ſo full of eompli- | 
cated Guilt, ought to fink him very low in 
their Eſteem? —— Why did he order his 
Servant to ſet his Name to 1 Paper? Why 
did he not ſign it himſelf? Was it poſſible for 
Richard” Houghton to know that Mr. Pitheld 
paid no more than 2 J. 4. 4d. a Year in the 
Thatching Way, during eleven Years?” Sup- 
ſe no more had been entered in Searle's 
Book, would that prove that Mr: re had 
paid nothing in the Thatehing Way to any 
one elſe, or that he had paid nothing to Searle 
which had not been entered in it ? If Mr. 
Pitfield is an honeſt Man, he will not heſitate 
to give his Atteſtation upon Oath, that the 
Paper figned by his Servant, contains a true 
Account of all the Sums paid by him in the 
Thatching Way during eleven Years; If he 
refuſes to give this Teſtimony of his. Inno- 
cence, the World muſt ſuppoſe he knew the 
Account to be falſe when delivered it to 
the Referees. 

Having — aps, nil} mylelt from 
the above Charge of Falſhood, I will men- 
tion a Tranlackion Mr. Pic eld's, 
which I defy all the A and Sophiſtry of Mr. 
Tremlett to put any * . 

«is 1 . 
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My, Pitfield came to my Houſe about Nine 
at Night, with the' Appearance of the greateſt | 
Complailance, and dictated a Set of Articles, 

as alſo great Part of a Letter, which he de- 
Fred 5 to fend to Mr. Chapphe for: a new 
Calculation: Theſe Articles and Letter were 
carefully "_ and fully ap — by us; 

and tho Mr. Piifeld me in 
them to repreſent the clear yearly In Income to 

be full 8/. a Year * more than he ſaid he had 
made of his Eftate, yet he had net Patience 
to wait for the Sight of Mr. Chapp/r's ſeeond 
Calculation, but returned to my Houſe, 
told me he had been offered 600/. for = 
Eſtate, by a Perſon of Fortune, and : 
would ſubmit to no Calculation + to be chats 
by Chapphy, as he had eſtimated the Value 


only at 350% 
When Mr. Pitfeld came to. my Houſe, as 
220 his Com- 


ah; he told me Mr. Fo 

pliments to. me, and begg me to let him ſee 
Chapple's Calculation for a Moment. - On my 
giving it to him, he promiſed to return it the 
next en 1 bus he has ever ee . 


—_ kk þ "WAY 


1 'F a &* .# + 


* For Proof of this ſee Dr. Andrew's Soor Re. 
Ply p. 15 and 36. 
+ Which EY ſurpriz'd. Dr. Andrew, eſp & 

ally as the Doctor W Pigield, he ſhow 
at Liberty to re — A, it, if he thought it top 1 

} Whoever diſputes the Fruth of this, may con- 
ſult Mr. Pisſeld's Affidavit, dated April 21, 1762, 
now on the F ile in the Court of — Bench. 


8 - +. A 
it, tho frequent Application has been made 
for it, and he khows it 1s my Property. 
Prom this flagrant Inſtance of Mr. Pitheld's 
; Diſingenuity, in not reſtoring the Calculation 
A to his Promiſe, it — be thought 
by impartial Perſons, that he was ſenſible, 
1 might claim the Eftate on the Focting 
of the Calculation; tho! it is ound: by the 
Chapple, & that I never Jad clave the Eſtate 
for 350, at which Sum Mr. Cdappie eſti- 
mated the Value of it. Mr. Pxfeld, 
in order to juſtify his own Procceding $8, re- 
preſented me as a Forger and Cheat, to Sthich 
unjuſt and 1 us Abuſe I patientiy fub- 
mitted, till I had found myſelf to be greatly t 
injured in my Profeſſion. | 
Ik Mr. Pirfield had been aſfured by his 
Counſel, that I. could claim the Eſtate by 
Virtue of the Calculation, then all Men of 
Senſe (except Mr. Premiers } muſt think this 
Trick of Mr. F 's little better than a 
Robbery; and ſurely if he had not thought it 
to have been valid, fe would not have taken 
fs much Pains to get it out of my Hands: 
And that Mr. Piheld's Countel thought it to 
be valid, ap appears evident ew . e 
N [ 14 
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+1 Mr. She aplzigh's Pamphlet, p. 25. 
$ Mr. Pitfeld*s Remarks, p. 42. 


+ Mr. Shapleigh's. * p. 54, EZ 5 


( 20 )- 
This Tranſaction of Mr. Pirfield proves to 


a N that my Repreſentation is 


right, for otherwiſe the Calculation would be 
annihilated by Chapple's Cautionary Note. + 

Mr. 7. 100 is called upon to reconcile 
this Behaviour to the Dictates of Honour, and 
Juſtice, or drop his Friend Pigſeld, as a Man 


incapable of being influenced by the nobleſt 
Principles of Human Nature. 


3 Proofs of Mr. Pisſield's Iniquity, and 
Innocence, being chiefly taken from 

Mi. Shaplergh's Genuine Account of the Proceed- 
mgs at the Reference, it ſeems neceſſary to au- 
thenticate that Account; for which I appeal, 
iſt, to' the Candour and Impartiality ſo con- 
ſpicuous in every Part of that Work; 2dly, 


to the following Fact, repeatedly mentioned 


by Mr. Shaphigh, and not contradicted by 
Mr. Tremlett, viz. I read the whole Con- 
e tents of the former Proceedings to Meſſrs. 
« Tremlett, Pitfield, and Chapple, as well as 
* Dr. Andrew, who declared they were-very 
« truly and fairly ſtated and repreſented.” — 


Nay, the Truth of this Fact is confirmed by 


Mr. Tremlett himſelf, * who ſays, I ſoon 


«© perceived Mr.Shapleighnot only wrote down 
« all that was ſaid, but copied the Papers 


« which were produced, ſuch as Mr, Pitfield's 


6. n a To the above Mr. Trem- 


At 


— — 


＋ Dr Andrew's Short Rent, p. 1 2 
* P. 29 of his State of the Dibure: 


N 
It . that Mr. Shaplagb read over the 
t hole to him, after the Reference was 
« ended, and printed: ĩt juſt as he read it. 


Notwithſtanding this clear and full Atteſta- 
tion to the Truth uf Mr. SBupleigb' Genuine 


Accuunt of the'\Proteedings, Mr. Tremlett, in 


his laſt Pamphlet, ſays, . Mr. Shapleigh | 


se did not write one fourth Part of all that 
« paſſed, during the three Days 'and half 


% Which the Reference laſted.“ Is it not 


ſtrange that this Man will * pervert 
the Truth? t cm vel \05 
Mr. 7. — has only attempted the prove 
me guilty of 'Falſhood in one infignificarit 
Facts and in that he has faited; but I can 


demonſtrate his een x0 Truth! in | any 


| 4 a 
Inftances. £ | #7 


Mr. Tremiett ſays, * & that the Si for 
4 Repairs ſtood valued at 74. bs. 94. inthe 


« Calculation“. 
Mr. Chapple. ſays, ++ © they ere hel 
«© only at 64. in the Calculation. 
Mr. Tremlrti ſays, It “ the Houle; inthe 
* Doctor's Instructions to 1 ti i faid to 
77 IIA: OREN, LIE 


'P 1. a \..4 g Mr: 


— "OR i 8 1 
— 8 — — 


5 His State of the Diſpute, p3 32, 33. 

1. etter to Archdeacon leech, P. 47. 
His State of the Diſpute, p. 28. 
++ Calumny confuted, p. 27. 
T4 His _ of the Diſpute, P. 16, 


e dens, and ſuppoſing 


361. 135. 4d. and in his Book, +4 


« Advantage « 


_.- T1 3 

Mr. Chapple has publiſhed. an exact Copy 
of theſe Inſtructions, & in which the Expref- 
flo is, ** as the JOS: my frequently i a vo- 
& cant. 

Mr. Tante ay 65 Cn 1 that the Door, aby 
167 i redoing the = of the Houſe and Gar. 
the Vacancy of the 
„ forttnet, had Haenel the real Value of them 
Fe alone, more than on 

Mr. Chapple ſays, * * Dr. Aulus Re- 
Lip „ preſentation leſſens the Value of the Houſe 

hs - 

Gardens are ſuppoſed to be renbnted 
« at the Rent of 3. 135. 4d. Nay; Cbap- 
ple fays, I on account of ſuch Vacan- 
«« cy, [ meaning the Vacancy of the Houſe] 
« if that Allowance was made, then the 
i Reſidue of the Rent would be yalued as 
„the Land, which more than makes Amends 
« for it. This Mr. T; remlett, nm 
to bir wonted Integrity, omits. 

Mr. Tremlett ſays, && Mr. ("007 faidto Dr. 
Andrew, < Doctor, do not attempt to take 
of Miſtakes.”  _ * 

Mr. — faid to the Referees, £6 He 
ve wh the Doctor Kan himſelf "bi 

| this 


*» 


5 — jo” 9 p. . 26. 2 8 
His State of the Diſpute, p. 16, 17, 
** Mr. Shapleigh's Pamphlet, * 26 | 
++ Calumny n P. 27. 

Mr. Shopleiel's Pamphlet, p. 1 
$$ His State of the Diſpute, p. 20. 
* Mr. — Pamphlet, 5. 24. 
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« this Effect, that if Things are miſunderſtood, 
i it js nt tao late to rełłijj them,” 

Mr. Trem/ett has frequently aſſerted, 5 
. fſaid to the R 
ſiſted on having the Eſtate for 3 50/7. 

Mr. J— told the Referees, 7 that Dr. 
«© Andrew would have ſubmitted to have in- 
1 creaſed the Bargain to 100/. or 150/,” — 
which implies that the Doctor offered 500/7. 
for it. This Mifrepreſentation in Mr. Trem- 
ktt is the more ſurpriſing, ſeeing be princi- 


pally claims the Honour of taking down Mir. 


s Evidence. 4 
Soon after my delivering Chappic's Calcu- 
lation to Mr. Pitfield, jay before he _ 
any Objection to it, I defired him 7s fix or: 
Day for fettling the Annuity. & Mr. T aber 
law clearly, that this proves 
on the Validity of Chappir's Calculation, and 
therefore || he alters my . by ſub- 
ſeituting Bargain inſtead of Aunuiry, by which 
he would infinuate, that the Annuity had 
deen ſettled TI _ nothing was required 
but 


2 _— 
— — 


_ te 8 


D — R _— Li had * 


+ Mr. 155 Pamphlet, p. 45: 
2 His Letter to Archdeacon Skech, p. 47. 
$ Mr. Shapleigh's Pamphlet, p. 2g. 
His State of the Diſpute, | 

— Tho? this State by Mr. Dont contains al- 


moſt as m any Fatſhoods, as Pages, yet Mr. Cl appts 


makes it his dis Buſmeſs to read it to the Tenants at 


his Lord's Court, — With what Defign let the 
World judge. 


rees, the Doctor in- 


could not inſiſt 


64 


but to execute the Covenants. This Manner 
of confuting an. Author (by changing his 
Words) Was neyer practiſed by any honef 
Man, and ſeems to prove, that Mr. Tremlett 
thinks he has a Licence to triſe with Truth, 
and ſubſtitute in the Place of it, (his own 
INTQuiToUs INvENTIONS il; 
Mr. Tremlett may plume himſelf upon his 
Reputation for Wit, as much as he 9 
but if he forfeits by it the Conſciouſneſs of 
being an honeſt l he will be for ever a 
Stranger to Heart-felt. Joy. 

Mr. Tremlett has Frequently ſaid, (or Words 
to that Effect) that Mr. Chapple told him 
that Dr. Andrew. inſiſted on thè Performance 
of the Calculation Mr. Chapple, in his 
laſt Publication,* ſays, he did not make Uſe 
of the Word Calculation but Agreement, which 
laſt, ſays he, was the Word I really uſed. 

Theſe Inſtances; with others  +65- 
publiſhed, are ſufficient to prove how little 
Regard Mr. T; remlett pays to Truth, and Ho- 
nour, and ſhew clearly how well qualified he 
is for being the Referee choſen, as he really 
was, by! Mf. Pitfield; and not by Dr. Andrew, 
which 1 is an Honour he is claimed. __ I 


— 


* - o o 
_ N * 4 * 
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14 = the Words * . a l Mr. e 
ttt s State of the Diſpute, p. 48 and 5 3. . 
Mr. Pitfield's Remarks, p. 42. 
His State of the Hirne. P. 4. 


IB 3 = 

Mr. Pihfelu declared to the Reſerees, t 
2% that Mr. C4aþþ/ told him, he had not ſlept 
« for ſeveral Nights, for that the Doctor had 
n drawn him in to wrong him (i. e. Mr. 

« Pitfield) of near 2007.” Mr. Chapple be- 
ing oftentimes afked by the Referees, if he 
had ever Rid Dr. Andrew had drawn Him ih 
to Wrooe Mt. Pfrfrid, denied that be over 


- fail any Thing Yending td fach an Expyogton.* — 
Ah | Mie. Tremlett knows to be true, 
tho' he very unjuſtly omits it. | 


Mr. Pitfeld being thus contradicted by his 
principal Evidence, he muſt have the moſt 
amazing Confidence, nut to acknowledge his 
Guilt, and - 4 * Sughe'® 
Short by the Runte, intreat far Peate. 

But he feels, I doubt, Here is no Peace 70 the 
Wicked ; and yet he feettts to make fottie Ad- 
vances towards it by the following Expreſ- 
fion, .“ Was it not enough that I declared 
e to the Archdeacon, and with the utmoſt 
© Sincetity, that 1 never had done, and ne- 


«. yet would do the Dodtor an Injury; on the - 


« contrary, that I flioold be glad to have an 
„Opportunity of doing hit 4 Kindneſs ? 
% Afiq I appeal to Mr. Courtenay for the 
Truth of my having interceded fot hit, 
« as ſoon as I Was 1 the Inz 

3 ] tention 
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Mr. Sbapleigb's Pamphlet, p. 1 x ; 
a Mr. Shapteigh's Pamphlet, p. 2 
F Mr. Pitfeld's Remarks, p. 17. 


e er DDR; En niet cnn note as. — * 1 


of the moſt contemptible Hypocrite.— 
Who is this Man of Importance, that has aſ- 
ſum' d to himſelf the Office of an InTERCEs- 


( 26 ) 
« tention of diſcharging him from the Pow- 
% derham Family, and of my having done it 


* not once only, but repeatedly.” * 


On this Paragraph it ſeems neceſſary to 
%% ² W 7 

I do affirm, (and even Mr. Tremlett him- 
ſelf muſt allow the Obſervation to be juſt) 
That if Mr. Pitſield had not been conſci- 
ous of having injured me 'by his falſe Re- 
ports, he would not have interceded in my 


Behalf. What could induce him to in- 


tercede for me, if he really believed that I 
forged Articles with a Deſign to cheat him of 
2 or 300/.? This Interceſſion, and his De- 
claration that I ſhould have the Eſtate for leſs 
than any other Man in the World, fully 
prove, that he never thought 1 intended to 
defraud him, but rather = I had behaved 


to him not only with Juſtice, but Generoſity. 


If Mr. Pitheld by his Interceſſion (I cannot 


help repeating it) really, intended to prevent 


my being diſcharged from the Powderham 
Family, he muſt be fully convinced, that his 
Accuſations were unjuſt: If he had no ſuch 
Intention, then he muſt appear in the Light 
ho. 


SOR with the PowWDEREHAM Family? Is it 


not one who was ſupported principally by the 


Favours of that Family in his Days of Indigence, 


and who, forgetful of thoſe Days, and of all 


* 
. 


* 
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aft Favours, had behaved to that very Family 
with the greateſt Ingratitude, * when he no 
longer ſtood in Need of its Support ? — 
But that Mr. P:zfe/d intended to do me an In- 
jury appears plainly, 1ſt, by his waiting on 
Lady Frances Courtenay, Sept. 11, 1759, and 
repreſenting me in a Light that, Mr. Walker 
ſaid, was too bad to be mentioned; and 2dly, 
by the following Expreſſion of Sir William 
Courtenay to me, vix. Pitfield hates you, 
and will do you all the Injury in his Power.” 
And that he had really injured me, appears 
by the following Declaration, . Now the 
Point“ [meaning my Intention of cheat- 
ing him] “had before been ſo far proved, 
« that Gentlemen of the beſt Senſe and Cha- 
« rater, in this Town, and Country, were 
« generally convinced of its Truth. But 
how were they convinced of this Truth? On- 
ly by Mr. P:zfeld's confident Abuſe.—And is 
it no Injury to be repreſented 'as a Cheat to 
Gentlemen of the beſt Senſe and Character, 
in this Town, and Country? Does Mr. Pit- 
feld"s ſaying to Archdeacon S eech, he thought 
Dr. Ardrew a good Phyſician, prove he never 
intended to injure him? Or does that inſigni- 
ficant Cummendation make ſufficient Amends 
for all his inſolent Scurrility ?-—T would rather 
| +: 1 


— K 


This Information the Author had from the 
Head of the Family. | d 
' + Mr. Pitfeld's Remarks, p. 26. 


( 28 ) 


be eſteemed an, honeſt Man, than the- beſt 
Phyſician in the World. The Powderham 
Family tor twenty Years employed me, but 
they diſcharged me becauſe Mr. Pufeld re- 
preſented me to them as a Forger, and Cheat, 
and J had no Opportunity, during ezghteen 
Months, of confuting his Calumnigs, neither 
ſhould I have been capable of doing it at all, 

if he and his Witneſſes had nat contradicted 
each other, or themſelves, 

| You ſee by the above, Mr. Tremiets, I am 
ſerious, and therefore hope, if you publiſh 
any Anſwer, you will drop the . 
and Buffoonery, which you appear to be ſa 
fond af in your Letter to Archdeacon Sleech. 
Indeed, I am ſerious, I Mus be ſerious, 
when a Set of Gentlemen, who have not 
heen ſuppoſed deſtitute of Veracity, and Ho- 
nour,. enter into a Combination to defame me, 
and injure my Family, without the leaſt Cauſe 
or Provocation. Having patiently ſubmitted 
to their malicious Reflections a conſiderable 
Time, and been publickly arraigned as an In- 
venter of Articles with a Deſign to defraud. as 
a Cheat, —Forger,—Trickfter, —a, Perſon that 
Was wrong, corrupt, and wicked, —a dangerous, 
ging, and bad Man,—if ſome unguarded 
Expreſſions dropt from my Pen, I hope all 
Men of Candour will put a favourable Con- 
ſtruction vpon them, and more eſpecially, as 
« the Acknowledgment of my Offence was 


in ſtronger Terms than my Antagoniſt had 
| Tt * infiſted 


629 
04 ingited an.” + This to Mr. Trembtt af- 
fords Matter for Ridicule, if not for Re- 


h. But let me tell you, Sir, if at any 
Tue, N intemperate Heat, I ſhould 
even eudea uaur to defame or injure any Perſon, 
1 my Satisfaction will always exceed 
what is expected. or deſired, Go, - da thau 


likewwy/e. 


I owaſt now . Acknowledgments to 


Mr. Tremlett, for the following Obſervation, 
\ which may be found in the Introduction to 
his State — the Diſpute, via. The fame 
Judgment that — Mr. Pitfield at 
* all, muſt condemn him, and his Wit- 
i ey as Slanderers, and Lyars,” By this 
Tremlett accounts for 8 Zeal with 
alvch theſe Witneſſes have eſpouſed the Cauſe 
of Mr. Pitteld; for by giving Evidence in hi 
Favour, they ſupport their own Veracity, 
But what Credit ought to be paid to ſuch 
Witneſſes, who, while they are endeavouring 
ta juſtify Mr. . Pitfie/d's Canduc, are really 
pleading their own Cauſe, and, if what Mr. 
Tremlett ſays is true, are labouring to preſerve 
themſelves from being condemned as Slan- 
derers, and Lyars? Thus does Mr. Tremlett 
make Dr. 29 ſome Amends for his Scur- 
rility and Abuſe, by endeayouring to deſtroy 
all the Credit of the Evidence that thoſe Wit- 
neſſes may be induced to give in Favour 'of 

Mr. Pitheld. 
By 


\ —_ 


3 hich 7 Tremlett affirms in his Letter to 
Archdeacon Sleech. p. 26. 
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By this Mr. Tremlert appears as an Advo- 
cate. Let us take a View of him in another 
Light; that is, as a Judge; and in that his 
Conduct is very blameable, for by the above 
Declaration he tells the Witneſſes, that un- 
leſs they give Evidence, on which Mr. Pis- 
field muſt be acquitted, that they will be con- 
demned themſelves, But why muſt the Cre- 
dit of all the Witneſſes be thus cloſely con- 
nected with Mr. Prifeld's? One of thoſe 
Gentlemen, indeed, ſaid he thought Mr. 
Pitfeld an honeſt Man, and ſuch might be 
his Sentiments two Years ago; at that Time 
he did not know that Mr. Pitfield was capa- 
ble of denying that he knew any Thing of a 
Set of Articles that he confeſſed afterwards 
he had dictated entirely himſelf; nor of his 
borrowing an original Paper, which he ill 
keeps contrary to his ſolemn Promiſe ; nor of 
compelling his Servant to ſet his Hand to a 
Certificate that Mr. Pitſeld knew to be falſe. 
For theſe Reaſons, it is apprehended, if this 
Gentleman ſhould pay a proper Regard to 
Truth, and Juſtice, by giving Evidence a- 
gainſt Mr. Pigſield, that no one, except Mr. 
Tremlett, will condemn him for it, as a Slan- 
derer and Lyar. 


Fanuary 29, 1763. 


POSTSCRIPT. 


. February 19, 1763. 3. 

O ME anonymous Authors having affirm- 
ed lately, from a partial State of the 
Diſpute, that Chapple turns out an honeſt 
Man, I have taken the Pains to peruſe his 
voluminous Pamphlet“ a ſecond Time. 

Chapple ſays, + © I informed the Doctor 
I believed 5 Valuation of the ſame Eſtate, 
« made above two Years ago, was at Pow- 
« derham.” That is falſe, Mr. Chapple : — 
You told me the Valuation was in Exeter, 
and I can make it appear under your. own 
Hand, that you ſearched for it there before 
you made the Calculation. - 

Cbapple has the following Words, t Dr. 

Hundre ſaid he had himielf made the beſt 
« Enquiry he could, from the Under-Te- 
« nant, and otherwiſe, and having then pro- 


% duced a Paper of Memorandums about it, 
& which he ſaid was the Reſult of his En- 


ce < quiry, 


* N. B. This Pamphlet contains 8r Pug in 
Quarto, beſides a long Preface. 
+ Calumny confuted, p. 3: 


9 Ibid. p. 3, 4. 


\ 
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er quiry, he deſired, that as I TY not ſoon 


« conſult my own Papers at Powderbay, I 
„would in the mean Time, for his Satisfac- 
tion, make a Valuation on @ Suppoſition of 
« the Truth of the Fats of the yeatly Rents, 
« Outgoings, and Herriot, therein mention- 
« ed, from whence, he might judge what 
« Allowances to make in Caſe any of the 
« Facts ſhould appear to be miftaken.” 
This is a very material Paragraph, and calls 
for my particular Notice, In the firſt Place, 
it proves a Diffidence of my own, Materials, 
conſequently I did not produce this Paper as 
an exact Repreſentation.—adly, Chapplr ſays, 
I defired him to make his Calculation on 
« the Paper then deliyered to him: But in 
that Paper I fay the Rent of the Houſe and 
Gardens amounted to 11/4. a Vear. Mr. 
Chapple repreſents. it to be only 71. 65. 8 d. 
II mention only one Herriot, for I knew of 
but one, as Mr. Pitfeld ſaid there was no 
more. Mr. Chappte ſays, there were two, 
and calculates the Value of two. Chapple 
ſays, in his Calculation, the Eſtate contained 
34 Acres: In my Paper is no ſuch Expreſ- 
ſion. If Chapple did not know that he had 
been applied to as an Arbitrator, his Liberties 
were wholly unjuſtifiable, and ſuch as no 
Calculator (that was not an Arbitrator) would 
have taken; for if he had been defired to 
make the Calculation for my Satisfaction 
only, ſurely he would not have altered, Foe 
| „ e -4;- hae 


* 


„„ 
added te; the Artieles, much leſs would he 
have ſubjoined 2 Cautionary Note, leſt; as 
he ſays, any one rHight be deceived or preju- 
diced- by the Calculativi, a ;dly, Mind 
theſe: Words, © from? whenee he (the Doc- 


« tor) might judge what Allowances to, 
© make, im Caſe any of the Fas ſhould ap- 
e pear to be miſtaken,” This being true, 
Mr. Tremfett is called upon te ſay, whether 
he! really thinks I intended to avail myſelf of 
any Miſtakes, which Ne has frequently af 
firmed, not only without Proof, but eontrary 
to 'Fruthy. and bis own. Knowledge; for Mr. 
r rgeuge declared to this very Mr. Tem- 
rt, that Dr. Andrew ſaid, if there were 
any Miſtakes, it was not too late to rectify 
«© them.“ | 
Chapple ſays, * if he had found the Va- 
« luation' he made in 1757, and made other 
* Enquiries, he ſhould have valued the Eſ- 
«© tate in about 5 50. and that it might yield 
* 600. in a Survey.” The Falſhood of this 
Mr. Chapple proves himſelf, for in 1757, on 
a Suppoſftion of there being three Lives on 
the! Eſtate, he eſtimated the Value only at 
600/. as I can prove under His own Hand; 
and, in the 8th Page of his Book, he ſays, 
© the Loſs of one Life out of three ſeldom 
*« reduces the Value more than one t % 
the whole.“ By this it appears, that if 
Chapple had known that there had been only 


E ! two 
* a — * fn ELM aka [ 


* Calumny confuted, p. 18. 
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two Lives on the Eſtate (which was really the 
Caſe) when he firſt eſtimated the Value of it, 


he ſhould have reckoned it to be worth only 


500 J. Is it not amazing that he ſhould have 
the Confidence to ſay, that if he had found 


*« his firſt Valuation, he ſhould have eſtima- 
ec ted the Value at 5 501. or perhaps 600/.?” 


If Chapple was really in Earneſt in ſaying, 
that the Eſtate was worth 550/. and might 
yield 600/. in a Survey, then his Opinion 
muſt be, that when Mr. Pztfeld and his Siſ- 
ter were more than 5 Years older, their 


Lives were of 50/. if not 100/. more Value, 


Every one that conſiders what is here proved, 
mult believe, that this Man has accuſtomed 


himſelf ſo much to Enigmas, + that he has 


quite diſcarded plain Truth. — This is the 
candid; conſiſtent, clear-headed Calculator, 


that Mr. Tremlett repreſents as infallible. 


From the abave ſhort State, tho' I think 
every attentive Reader will- be convinced of 
the Falſhood of Mr. Tremlett's principal Facts, 
and the Iniquity of Mr, Pitfeld's Charge, yet 
cannot help adding the Opinion of two Gen- 
tlemen of Honour and Veracity, who. have 


| careinlly conſidered the; Nature of the Diſ⸗ 


ute. 


Mr. Stech has proved, that not one of the 


Facts (which are the Git of this Cauſe) is 


WY Feprefaurgd. by Mr. T; nga; 3 and Mr. 
Fr n. 


5 + For which fee the Ladies Diaries 25 


_— CE. 
Slech having himſelf given'a Summary View 


of the real Facts, joins Iſſue with Mr. Trem- | 


lett thus: With à clear Idea of the Facts, 
« Jet a Man put to himſelf this Queſtion, how 
« he would att in this Caſe? and as he certain- 
“ ly will find 79 Objection to ariſe in his Mmd 
« againſt acting the ſame Part the Doctor did, 
« his Concluſion will- be, That the 
te Means which Dr. Andrew uſed to obtain 
« Mr. Pitfield's Eſtate, were FAIR and 
«WWONES:T.,:.... +... „ 
Mr. Shapleigh concludes his Obſervations 


on the Proceedings at the Reference, in the 


following Words : r 

« As it is now expected, that I ſhould 
* give my Opinion fairly on this grand and 
„important Diſpute, I muſt declare, that I 
« think myſelf in Honour and Conftience 
« bound to let the Parties know, that I am 
clearly of Opinion, the Doctor in his Treaty 
« with Mr. Pitſield for this Eſtate, did not 
« attempt, or endeavour to cheat, or defraud 
« Mr. Pitſield; and conſequently, that Mr. 
« Pitfield's Charge againſt the Doctor is untrue, 


« unwarrantable, and difingenuous.” 


It ſeems proper here to add the following 
Epigram, which was publiſhed by a Friend 


to Truth, in each of the Exeter News Papers. 
Audi alteram partem. 
Atti Or ATOR M, 
With Friends Half a Score, 
Their Learning together did club, 


And 


mm. 8 
. 
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And without Fed, or Hire, 


Commiſſion'd thein Sqwre,, 
2—— — the Nodor ors OY 


Then a Pamphlet came dut, 

Which made a vaſt Routt . 
And at. firſt did the Doctor = WR 1 wa 
But when ftrigt e J 5k 

One Half appear'd Lies, Fa 
And rother 7) ag and Bat. =» 


The Doctor,“ quoth R | 
„ Hath play'd a bad Trick, 
He Articles Nine did InvenT,, 

Of which Number; Eight 6. 
detected not Right; 2 


10 21 to Gone: was his 5 — Intent. 
3-3 ef, 


But wh. A D——"$:Toil, 
- The Lie dothrreeoil, rent 
And this ly. conſcientious Diſſenter, 1 © 
Without the leaſt Doubt, i 
Hath been fairly made out, 
N the Fa * HIMSELF the ne 0 


IL 
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